THE   RIGHT   TO   HERESY

The fanatics had plainly disclosed their intention to
have Castellio put on trial for heresy; the denunciation
stepped shamelessly into the open, without a fig leaf. A
plain appeal had been made to the Basle synod to set the
civil authorities straightway to work. Castellio was to be
arrested as a public enemy. Unfortunately, however,
there was a trifling obstacle to prevent the immediate
carrying out of this amiable intention. By the laws of
Basle, a prosecution could not be opened without a
written indictment having been laid before the authori-
ties, and the mere existence of a disapproved book would
not suffice. In these circumstances, the obviously proper
course would be for Calvin and de Beze to bring the
charge against Castellio. But Calvin followed his well-
tried tactics, preferring to remain in the background
while urging others to step into the breach. The method
adopted against Servetus in Vienne and in Geneva would
be the most appropriate. In November, 1563, immedi-
ately after de Beze's book had been published, a com-
pletely unqualified person, Adam von Bodenstein by
name, brought before the Basle authorities a written
plaint against Castellio on the ground of heresy.
Assuredly this Adam von Bodenstein was the last man
entitled to assume the role of defender of orthodoxy,
being a son of the notorious Karlstadt, whom Luther had
expelled from the university of Wittenberg, as a dan-
gerous fanatic; besides, being a pupil of the distinctly
irreligious Paracelsus, it was absurd for him to pose as an
upright pillar of the Protestant Church. Nevertheless
Bodenstein's indictment reiterated the confused argu-
ments of de B&ze's book, wherein Castellio was simul-
taneously described as a Papist, an Anabaptist, a free
thinker, a blasphemer, and, in addition, a protector of
adulterers and criminals. No matter whether the
charges were true or false; with the lodging of this
written accusation (which is still extant) the legal
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